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Claims 1 - 7, 9 - 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , step (a), no standard by which the appropriateness of reacting a 
porogen is self-evident from claim 1 alone, nor is any clear standard provided by the 
specification. Accordingly, the metes and bounds of claim 1 is unclear given the 
difficulty in judging whether reacting a porogen is appropriate in any instance of 
practicing the invention defined by claim 1 . See also claim 9 step (a). 

Per claim 2, it is unclear whether "obtainable" is to be taken literally, or whether 
"obtained by" was intended, as in claim 9 line 3. In the first instance, the claim would 
read on an exchanger meeting the strictures of lines 1 and 2 provided it was capable of 
being obtained in the manner recited in the claim (even the particular material at issue 
were in fact obtained by a different method). In the second instance, for the claim to 
read on the material, the material at issue would have to have been made in the 
proscribed method. 

Per claim 4, given the recital of "in particular," it is unclear whether the claimed 
use is limited to the adsorption of heavy metals and noble metals, and their compounds, 
or whether the scope of the claim encompasses adsorption metals other than heavy 
metals and noble metals. Similarly, the recital of "in particular" at line 5 and at the 
penultimate line of claim 4. 

Per claim 5, it is unclear whether all the listed metals must be adsorbed in a 
given practicing of the claimed method, or whether a Markush group was intended, e.g., 
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"wherein said heavy or noble metal is selected from the group consisting of mercury, 
iron, etc. 

In claim 6, "metals which can be present . . " is confusing because it is widely 
known that not all metals are in the +III oxidation state: Some, for example, are in the +l 
or +II state. It appears that applicants intended the claim to read, "in that metals wh i ch 
that are con bo present ..." 

Per claims 1 5 and 1 9, it is unclear whether the phrase, "the elements of the 
platinum group ... is removed" means that all elements belonging to the platinum 
group are removed from the fluid in the practice of the invention, or whether it is 
sufficient that one such element from that group be removed. 

/Chester T. Barry/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1797 

571-272-1152 



